A total of 94 adolescents (M age = 14.2 
& Collins, 1998), and it predicts psychological distress for both adolescents and parents (e.g., Julian, McKenry, & Arnold, 1990; Tullock & Pinkus, 1997) . Many hypotheses have been proposed to explain the potential predictors of adolescent-parent verbal conflict. For example, it has been suggested that adolescent-parent discord is related to qualitative differences in adolescents' and parents' communication behaviors (Robin & Foster, 1984) . Several studies have addressed this hypothesis by describing incompatibilities in adolescents' and parents' conversational styles (e.g., different turn-taking habits; Beaumont, 1995) . In addition to acknowledging differences in communication behaviors, other researchers have suggested that adolescent-parent verbal conflict may be due in part to adolescents' expressions of negative affect caused by an increase in stressful life experiences that occur during adolescence (e.g., social demands from peers; Larson & Asmussen, 1991; Larson & Ham, 1993; Larson & Richards, 1994) . Nevertheless, few researchers have adequately examined the possible predictors of adolescents' expressions of negative affect in the context of adolescent-parent communication. The present research will address this gap in the literature by examining possible links between the expression of specific negative emotions (i.e., disgust/contempt) and sociolinguistic aspects of adolescent-parent communication, such as differences in conversational styles.
The term conversational style was coined many years ago by sociolinguists (e.g., Tannen, 1983) to refer to patterns of speech behaviors such as how fast one talks, how long one tends to pause between speaking turns, and whether one tends to use simultaneous speech (speaking at the same time as others; Gumperz, 1976) . The use of a particular conversational style depends in part on one's personality characteristics (e.g., extraversion/introversion; Siegman, 1987) , but primarily on one's experiences in different social contexts (Tannen, 1984) . For example, ethnographic research by Tannen (1984) revealed two types of conversational style that appear to be socialized within families, cultures, or smaller social groups (e.g., the peer group). The high-involvement style is characterized by a fast rate of speech, short pauses within and between speaking turns, and a lot of simultaneous speech. In contrast, the high-considerateness style consists of a relatively slower speech rate, longer pauses within and between speaking turns, and an avoidance of simultaneous speech. According to Tannen (1983 Tannen ( , 1984 , the primary difference between these speakers is their conversational goals or assumptions. High-involvement speakers use simultaneous speech to build a rapport and signal involvement. High-considerateness speakers avoid simultaneous speech in an attempt to honor the principle of not imposing on one's partner. Thus, it is these conversational goals that give rise to the specific speech behaviors that signal these intentions.
Sociolinguists have suggested that the most successful conversations occur between speakers who use similar conversational styles, because they share assumptions for how casual conversation is structured (Gumperz, 1978; Scollon, 1985) . When speakers use different conversational styles, they experience an incompatibility or "clash" in styles, which results in misunderstandings (Tannen, 1983 (Tannen, , 1984 . For example, if a high-involvement speaker speaks with a highconsiderateness speaker, the high-involvement speaker will end up interrupting the high-considerateness speaker more than the highconsiderateness speaker will interrupt the high-involvement speaker due to differences in the assumptions they have about the use of simultaneous speech. These frequent interruptions will be misinterpreted by the high-considerateness speaker, and misunderstanding or a communication breakdown may follow (Tannen, 1984) .
This "style clash" hypothesis has been applied to research on interethnic and cross-gender communication (e.g., Gumperz & Tannen, 1979) . Similarly, Beaumont and colleagues (Beaumont, 1995 (Beaumont, , 2000 Beaumont & Cheyne, 1998; Beaumont, Vasconcelos, & Ruggeri, 2001) have applied this sociolinguistic approach to the study of parent-child communication by examining whether parents and adolescents experience a clash in conversational styles. This research has shown that both preadolescent and adolescent boys and girls use a high-involvement conversational style that includes a fast rate of turn-taking (frequent overlaps between turns) and frequent simultaneous speech and interruptions, and the use of this style has the tendency to increase from preadolescence to adolescence. In contrast, mothers were found to use a high-considerateness style with significantly fewer interruptions, simultaneous speech, and overlaps between turns, and they used this style with both preadolescents and adolescents. These findings suggest that the high-considerateness style, in this context, is a childdirected style that some mothers do not tend to modify when their children get older (Beaumont, 2000) . As a result, Beaumont claims that mothers and adolescents, and particularly mothers and sons, experience a clash in conversational styles, which is likely due in part to the asymmetric nature of their communicative relationship.
Sociolinguists have hypothesized that speakers who experience such a clash in conversational styles will end up forming negative feelings or perceptions of the interaction and of their conversational partner simply because their styles are not complemented in the interaction (e.g., Gumperz, 1976; Scollon, 1985; Tannen, 1984) . Research by social psychologists has confirmed that speakers who use similar speech styles rate each other as more likeable, warm, trustworthy and friendly than those who use different speech styles (Giles, 1979; Ryan, 1979) . Furthermore, interactants who used similar conversational styles reported experiencing greater enjoyment from their conversations than did those who used different conversational styles (Welkowitz & Feldstein, 1969) . Similarly, Beaumont (1992 Beaumont ( , 1996 considered the question of whether adolescents and their mothers perceived the differences in their conversational styles. To answer this question, Beaumont had adolescent girls and their conversation partners (mothers or friends) listen to sections of their own previously recorded conversations and rate themselves and their partners independently on 5-point scales reflecting speakers' expressions of anxiety, dominance, involvement, and friendliness. Consistent with the observational evidence about differences in conversational styles, the results indicated that adolescent girls rated their conversations with their mothers as less involved and less friendly than the adolescentfriend conversations (Beaumont, 1996) . Furthermore, in analyses that isolated comparisons of mothers' and daughters' perceptions, mothers rated themselves and their daughters similarly in terms of levels of involvement and friendliness; however, daughters rated themselves as less involved and less friendly than they rated their mothers (Beaumont, 1992) . These results suggest that the use of more similar styles may be related to more positive perceptions as reported by adolescent daughters. Nevertheless, these studies of adolescents' and mothers' perceptions did not directly analyze whether specific patterns of conversational behaviors predict reported perceptions (as hypothesized by Tannen, 1983 Tannen, , 1984 . Therefore, the hypothesis that a clash in conversational styles predicts negative feelings and perceptions has not been adequately examined in the context of adolescent-parent communication.
The study of the predictive relationship between conversational style differences, expressions of negative emotions, and perceptions of relationship quality marks a serious deficiency in the comprehensiveness of the literature on adolescent-parent communication. As stated earlier, in addition to differences in conversational styles, it has been suggested that increases in parent-child discord during adolescence may be due in part to increases in adolescents' expressions of negative emotions caused by an increase in stressful life experiences (e.g., Larson & Richards, 1994) . However, researchers have not adequately examined the possible predictors of adolescents' expressions of negative affect in the context of adolescent-parent communicative interactions, nor have the constructs of negative affect and conversational style differences been considered together in the prediction of adolescentparent communication difficulties. The present research will address this gap in the literature by examining possible links between the expression of specific negative emotions (disgust) and more objective sociolinguistic aspects of adolescent-parent communication (differences in conversational styles). This research is based on the supposition that because parents' and adolescents' conversational styles are not completely compatible, this difference in conversational styles may result in the expression of disgust emotions, and these negative emotions may in turn predict perceptions of relationship conflict.
The present research also will address several methodological problems that were present in previous studies of adolescent-parent communication. One methodological problem that must be addressed is the tendency to use a triadic design in place of a dyadic design, which is a more ecologically valid method of observing adolescent-parent interaction styles. Most previous studies of parent-adolescent communication have observed the interactions of family triads (mother, father, and adolescent; e.g., Kahlbaugh & Haviland, 1994) rather than comparing the interactions of separate dyads within the family (motheradolescent; father-adolescent). Although observations of family triads are certainly informative at the family-systems level, it might be more informative to observe parent-adolescent interactions using a dyadic design because we know that adolescents tend to spend very little time together with both of their parents (Csikszentmihalyi & Larson, 1984) , and mothers and fathers tend to act differently with their children when their spouses are present (Crouter & Crowley, 1990; Gjerde, 1986) . Out of the dozens of observational studies of parent-adolescent communication that have been conducted over the past 30 years, only approximately 10 have used a dyadic rather than a triadic design (e.g., Beaumont et al., 2001; Flannery, Montemayor, & Eberly, 1994; Kahlbaugh, Lefkowitz, Valdez, & Sigman, 1997; Whalen, Henker, Hollingshead, & Burgess, 1996) , and only a few have compared both adolescent-mother and adolescent-father interactions (e.g., Flannery et al., 1994; Whalen et al., 1996) . This study alleviated this limitation by having adolescents interact separately with either their mothers or their fathers.
Further examination of similarities and differences between mothers' and fathers' interaction patterns is certainly warranted given that throughout childhood, mothers tend to spend more time with their children than do fathers, and whereas much of fathers' time with their children is spent engaged in play or other physical activities, much of mothers' time with their children is spent in verbal interactions (Russell & Russell, 1987) . Even during adolescence when children are spending less time with their parents and more time with their peers, both boys and girls report that they spend more time with their mothers than with their fathers (Larson & Richards, 1991; Montemayor & Brownlee, 1987) , they would rather go to their mothers than their fathers for advice (Greene & Grimsley, 1990; Wright & Keple, 1981) , communication with their mothers is more open and intimate than with their fathers (Barnes & Olson, 1985; Youniss & Smollar, 1985) , and they feel closer to their mothers than to their fathers (Paulson, Hill, & Holmbeck, 1991) . These sentiments appear to be particularly true for adolescent girls who report feeling more satisfied with their communication with their mothers than with their fathers (Noller & Callan, 1990) . The few observational studies that have compared adolescent-mother and adolescent-father conversations using a dyadic design have indicated that there may be subtle differences between mothers' and fathers' interaction styles. For example, Flannery et al. (1994) found that mothers displayed more positive affect and fathers displayed more neutral affect when interacting with their adolescents, and Whalen et al. (1996) found more mutuality (give-and-take) in mothers' than in fathers' interactions with adolescents. Nevertheless, those previous studies that used a dyadic design to compare adolescent-mother and adolescent-father interactions were not directed at observing conversational style differences or expressions of specific negative emotions (e.g., disgust).
A methodological concern with the few previous studies that examined emotional expression in adolescent-parent communication is the measurement of global categories of emotion (e.g., negative, positive, neutral; e.g., Flannery et al., 1994) . This coding decision is a methodological weakness because global categories mask emotional behaviors that can be differentiated (e.g., anger versus disgust) and that may provide more detailed information about potential predictors of adolescent-parent discord. For example, the expression of specific negative emotions (i.e., disgust), as distinguished from other specific positive and negative emotions, has been found to predict important outcome variables such as conflict and relationship dissatisfaction. In analyses of observations of emotions expressed in marital interactions, Gottman (1994) found that the expressed emotion that was most predictive of relationship dissolution was a form of hostility that Gottman called "disgust" or "contempt." According to Gottman, if a speaker expresses disgust to his or her partner, he or she is communicating the belief that the partner is incompetent in a sarcastic or insulting way. Therefore, the expression of disgust in communicative interactions is very destructive to close relationships because it is so disconfirming. Gottman found that couples who reported low levels of marital satisfaction demonstrated reciprocal patterns of disgust expressions in their communicative interactions (a phenomenon he called "negative affect reciprocity"). Gottman (1994) states that "[negative affect reciprocity] means that if one spouse expresses negative affect, the other spouse is more likely to respond with negative affect" (p. 47). Gottman claims that in couples who are dissatisfied with their relationship, the reciprocal expression of disgust becomes an "absorbing state" that is resistant to change, and once in this absorbing state of negative affect, it becomes very difficult for the couple to engage in positive problemsolving communication. Although marital relationships are obviously characteristically different from parent-child relationships in a number of ways, it is possible that in adolescent-parent interactions, the experience of reciprocity in expressions of disgust results in a similar absorbing state that makes conflict resolution more difficult. This possibility will be considered in the present study by determining whether reciprocity of disgust expressions predicts perceptions of relationship conflict and whether reciprocal expressions of disgust are predicted from conversational style differences.
To address the above-mentioned difficulties, the present research examined communication behaviors in all possible adolescent-parent dyads (i.e., daughter-mother, son-mother, daughter-father, and sonfather) by coding for features of conversational style (i.e., rates of overlaps between speaking turns, simultaneous speech, and successful interruptions) and for expressions of disgust emotions. Based upon the previously cited research by Beaumont (1995 Beaumont ( , 2000 Beaumont & Cheyne, 1998; Beaumont et al., 2001) , the following hypotheses were made with regard to similarities and differences in adolescent-parent conversational styles as a function of dyad type: (a) adolescent boys and girls will use higher rates of all three features of conversational style than their mothers and fathers, and (b) the largest difference in conversational styles will be found in the adolescent son-mother interactions.
Analyses also considered possible predictive links between conversational style differences, expressions of disgust emotions, and perceptions of conflict. Based primarily upon the combination of findings from research by Beaumont (1995 Beaumont ( , 2000 , Tannen (1983 Tannen ( , 1984 , and Gottman (1994) , it was expected that there would be predictive links found between adolescent-parent conversational style differences, expressions of disgust, and levels of perceived conflict. Figure 1 presents a heuristic model that summarizes these expectations. These expectations rest on the assumption that there is a parallel between Beaumont's (1995 Beaumont's ( , 2000 findings on adolescent-mother conversational style clashes and negative perceptions and Gottman's (1994) findings regarding the link between negative affect reciprocity and relationship dissatisfaction in marital interactions. It was hypothesized that the larger the difference in the adolescent's and the parent's conversational styles, the higher the levels of expressions of disgust from the adolescent. The parent will then respond to the adolescent's expressions of disgust with his or her own expressions of disgust, which will trigger a state of reciprocity of disgust emotions. Finally, levels of adolescent disgust expressions will positively predict levels of perceived adolescent-parent conflict.
This proposed model rests on the assumption that adolescents will use a high-involvement conversational style, whereas parents will use a high-considerateness style, and that it is the adolescent who reacts to this difference in conversational styles by expressing disgust emotions. This increase in disgust on the part of the adolescent may be the result of not having his or her conversational style complemented in the interaction. This increased expression of disgust on the part of the adolescent may subsequently result in reciprocity of disgust emotions, if the parent responds with increased expressions of disgust. Finally, it is hypothesized that these reciprocal expressions of disgust from parent and adolescent will predict high levels of perceived conflict.
These hypotheses are consistent with the arguments presented within the framework of "communication accommodation theory" (CAT; Giles, Mulac, Bradac, & Johnson, 1987) . CAT provides an explanation of the contextual processes that contribute to either convergence or divergence in interactants' communication behaviors and the possible psychological or health-related implications of convergent or divergent communication (e.g., . Researchers have provided considerable evidence about the factors that contribute to the tendency for some speakers to use communication behaviors that either converge or diverge from the behaviors of their partners. For example, speakers may choose to use divergent communication behaviors if they wish to communicate their distinctiveness or their identification with a particular social group (e.g., Giles & Powesland, 1975) , or "speech divergence may be employed to bring another's behavior to an acceptable level" (Giles, Coupland, & Coupland, 1991, p. 39) . Evidence suggests that speakers who maintain communication divergence can be viewed negatively by their communication partners (e.g., Bradac, 1990) . The current hypothesis that differences in parents' and adolescents' conversational styles may predict the expression of disgust emotions, is consistent with this body of work that discusses the social implications of divergent communication (cf., .
METHOD PARTICIPANTS
The participants included 94 adolescent-parent dyads living in a small Canadian city. A total of 49 dyads included adolescent girls, and 45 dyads included adolescent boys. Each boy or girl participated in the study with either his or her mother or father, resulting in four dyad types (i.e., a between-groups design): 24 daughter-mother dyads, 25 daughter-father dyads, 22 son-mother dyads, and 23 son-father dyads. Most of the adolescents were paired with his or her biological parent; all 46 "mother" dyads included biological mothers, and 41 of the 48 "father" dyads included biological fathers (four daughters and three sons were paired with their stepfathers). The participants were recruited through advertisements in newspapers and through community organizations.
The adolescents' ages ranged from 12.53 to 15.98 years (M = 14.21, SD = 1.00), with no significant differences between the mean ages for adolescents in each of the four dyad types (14.18 for daughter-mother dyads, 14.41 for daughter-father dyads, 13.98 for son-mother dyads, and 14.25 for son-father dyads). The parents' ages ranged from 30.12 to 62.65 years (M = 41.92, SD = 5.42). Comparisons of the mean ages for parents in each of the four dyad types revealed a significant difference between the ages of fathers and the ages of mothers who were paired with daughters, F(3, 93) = 4.11, p = .009. Fathers in the daughter-father dyads were significantly older than mothers in the daughter-mother dyads (M = 43.95, SD = 4.97, M = 39.85, SD = 4.85, respectively).
Participants' responses to a demographic questionnaire indicated that the majority of the adolescents lived in two-parent families with both of their biological parents (61.7%), with a smaller percentage living with a biological parent and a stepparent (17%), with adoptive parents (3.2%), or in single-parent homes (18.1%). Specifically, of the 24 daughter-mother dyads, 13 girls lived with both biological parents, 1 girl lived with her adoptive parents, 4 girls lived in stepfamilies (1 father-stepmother family; 3 mother-stepfather families), and 6 girls lived with their biological mothers. Of the 25 daughter-father dyads, 21 girls lived with both biological parents, and 4 girls lived with their mothers and their stepfathers. Of the 23 son-father dyads, 16 boys lived with both biological parents, 2 boys lived with their adoptive parents, 4 boys lived in stepfamilies (1 father-stepmother family; 3 mother-stepfather families), and 1 boy lived with his biological father. Of the 22 son-mother dyads, 8 boys lived with both biological parents, 4 boys lived with their biological mothers and stepfathers, and 10 boys lived with their biological mothers. Because almost half of the sonmother dyads included single mothers (and because this distribution was not found for any other dyad type), following the overall analyses of differences in emotional expression variables across the four dyad types, separate analyses were conducted to determine if there were different patterns of results for single versus married mothers in the son-mother dyads.
The majority of parents who participated (90.4%) indicated that their ethnicity was Caucasian, 7.4% indicated that their ethnicity was Aboriginal, 1.1% specified their ethnicity as African, and 1.1% indicated "other" as their ethnicity. Similarly, the majority of adolescents who participated (87.2%) indicated that their ethnicity was Caucasian. A small percentage of adolescents indicated that their ethnicity was Aboriginal (8.5%), Asian (1.1%), African (1.1%), or "other" (2.1%). Based on information about both mothers' and fathers' occupations (where applicable), 87.3% of the participating families were middle class, whereas 7.4% were lower class and 5.3% were unemployed families (according to the index developed by Blishen, Carroll, & Moore, 1987) . Comparisons of the families' socioeconomic status (SES) scores as a function of dyad type indicated that fathers in the daughter-father dyads had a significantly higher SES score than the mothers in the daughter-mother dyads (M = 51.18, SD = 12.09, M = 41.68, SD = 9.88, respectively; F[3, 86] = 3.62, p = .016). In addition, six of the seven parents who indicated that they were unemployed were from the sonmother dyad type (and five of these unemployed mothers were also single mothers). In summary, the socioeconomic and ethnic profile of this sample could be described as predominantly middle class and Caucasian, which is consistent with the overall profile of persons living in the region (according to 1996 census information).
PROCEDURE
Data collection took place at the participants' homes at their convenience. After the consent forms and demographic questionnaires were completed, the parent and the adolescent independently completed the Revealed Differences Questionnaire (RDQ; Mishler & Waxler, 1968) . The RDQ has been used previously in family interaction studies to stimulate conversation (e.g., Beaumont, 1995 Beaumont, , 2000 Hill, 1988; Steinberg, 1981) . The RDQ is composed of 35 hypothetical vignettes that address a variety of opinion-generating issues. Each of the 35 vignettes is accompanied by a forced (yes/no) choice decision. The parent's and adolescent's answers to the RDQ were compared, noting all item numbers for which the dyad members disagreed on the answer. Each dyad discussed five of the items for which they selected opposing answers for approximately 4 minutes each (for a total of approximately 20 minutes of conversation). To ensure that dyads from all dyad types talked about a similar set of RDQ items, the discussion items were matched, where possible, across dyad types. Across all dyads, 28 of the total 35 items of the RDQ were discussed; however, 7 particular items were discussed most often. These items had to do with social issues such as parent-child relationships or romantic relationships. The researcher left the room while the conversation took place with the exception of returning every 4 minutes to give the dyad a new discussion topic. The conversations were audiotaped using individual lapel microphones feeding into separate channels of a stereo tape recorder.
On completion of the discussions, the participants were asked to complete the parent and adolescent versions of the Short Form of the Conflict Behavior Questionnaire (CBQ; Robin & Foster, 1989) , which were used to provide a measure of perceived levels of relationship conflict. The CBQ consists of 20 statements (e.g., "my child and I compromise during arguments") to which participants indicate whether the statement is true or false for them. These items are designed to measure two potential sources of problems that may occur in the adolescent-parent relationship: "(1) dissatisfaction with the other person's behavior, and (2) evaluations of the interactions between the two members" (Prinz, Foster, Kent, & O'Leary, 1979, p. 693) . Previous studies have found good internal consistency for this questionnaire. Coefficient alphas ranged from .88 to .90 for the long version of the questionnaire (Prinz et al., 1979) , and the correlation between scores on the short version and the long version was .96 (Robin & Foster, 1989) . After completion of the entire procedure, the dyad members received a 25 dollar honorarium. A remuneration of 25 dollars was believed to be large enough to encourage participation but not so large as to inappropriately influence the decision to participate.
OBSERVATIONAL CODING
Each taped conversation was transcribed verbatim, on a turn-byturn basis, by several trained research assistants and checked for accuracy by the authors. All instances when two speakers talked at the same time were preserved in the transcripts by typing overlapping words within slashes and ensuring that lines of text that overlapped were adjacent to one another. Coding was completed on a turn-by-turn basis by two trained observers using the transcripts and the audiotapes to ensure accuracy. The coders were also free to change the transcripts whenever there was disagreement with the original transcriptions. These transcription disagreements were included in the agreement matrix. Interobserver agreement was ensured by calculating agreement statistics for 15% to 20% of the taped conversations (as indicated below). Interobserver agreement was calculated by an overall kappa statistic for the entire coding scheme, as well as individual percentage agreements for each coding category within the coding scheme.
Coding for conversational style. Features of conversational style were coded for each speaker using the coding scheme developed by Beaumont (1995; revised for Beaumont et al., 2001 ) based on modifications of a combination of coding categories from other research on turntaking violations (e.g., Mishler & Waxler, 1968; Roger & Schumacher, 1983; Steinberg, 1981; Zimmerman & West, 1975) . In this coding scheme, violations of the normal turn-taking rule for conversation are coded on a turn-by-turn basis. Although all possible violations of the turn-taking rule are identified for each speaker, the codes that are of particular relevance are the three speech acts that were introduced by Tannen (1983 Tannen ( , 1984 to describe a high-involvement conversational style versus a high-considerateness conversational style. These three speech acts include the following: overlaps between speaking turns, simultaneous speech, and successful interruptions. A person who uses a high-involvement conversational style would be expected to use high rates of all three of those speech behaviors, whereas a speaker who relies on a high-considerateness conversational style would be expected to use relatively few of these speech behaviors. Instances of overlaps between speaking turns, simultaneous speech, and successful interruptions for each speaker were identified according to the following definitions taken from Beaumont et al. (2001, p. 430) . In these definitions, the "first speaker" is identified as the speaker who currently holds the conversational floor, and the "second speaker" is identified as the one who attempts to gain the conversational floor.
Overlaps between turns (O) were defined as instances when the second speaker cut off only one word (or less) of the first speaker's complete utterance, or when the two speakers began speaking at the same time after a pause. An overlap was credited to the speaker who initiated it (i.e., the speaker who is not currently holding the floor). Overlaps were included as a measure of speakers' pace of turn-taking. That is, one would expect a faster-paced (high-involvement) speaker to use overlaps more frequently than a slower-paced (high-considerateness) speaker.
Simultaneous speech (SS) was defined as an instance in which the second speaker began talking before the first speaker had finished her utterance and both speakers continued talking and completed their utterances. SS, then, demonstrates a type of unsuccessful interruption (i.e., the second speaker is not successful in getting the first speaker to stop talking). An instance of SS was credited to the speaker who initiated it (i.e., the "interrupter").
Successful interruptions (SI) were defined as instances when the second speaker cut the first speaker off before she had finished a complete utterance (i.e., more than the last word of the utterance). Success was determined by examining whether the first speaker abruptly stopped talking before her idea was completed, in contrast to continuing to speak simultaneously with the interrupter's speech. An SI was credited to the person who initiated it (i.e., the interrupter).
Listener responses (short remarks that encourage the speaker to continue; e.g., "mhmm") and unsuccessful interruptions (attempts to interrupt in which the first speaker continues to talk and the interrupter stops talking) also were coded to ensure that the scheme was mutually exclusive and exhaustive in coding all possible violations of the turn-taking rule. Interobserver agreement was ensured by having a second observer code 15% of the transcripts and calculating a summary statistic for the entire coding scheme, which was found to be high with a kappa of .93. Percentage agreements for each coding category also were found to be high: 97.2 for overlaps, 88.3 for SS, 81.8 for SI, 98.3 for unsuccessful interruptions, and 90.8 for listener responses.
Coding for disgust emotions. To identify instances in which either adolescents or parents expressed disgust emotions (as distinct from other positive or negative emotions), a range of speakers' specific emotional expressions were identified using the 10-code version of the Specific Affect Coding System (SPAFF; Gottman, McCoy, Coan, & Collier, 1996) . Each speaker's speaking turn was coded as one of 10 types of emotions according to the following definitions (from Gottman et al., 1996) .
1. Neutral was indicated by no emotional energy and a matter-of-fact tone (e.g., information exchange). 2. Humor was indicated by a relaxed, good nature, expression of intimacy (e.g., jokes, puns, teasing). 3. Affection/caring was indicated by a direct expression of affection and supportiveness (e.g., agreement, compliment). 4. Interest/curiosity was indicated by positive energy and a large degree of partner involvement (e.g., affective energy, exploration). 5. Joy was indicated by positive energy and animation in expression (e.g., exaggeration). 6. Anger was indicated by a sense of being "fed-up" in combination with biting or abrupt vocal quality (e.g., blame, moralizing). 7. Disgust/scorn/contempt was indicated by the implication that the partner is incompetent (e.g., sarcasm, insults). 8. Whining/defensiveness was indicated by a nasal and "sing-song" quality to the voice (e.g., yes, but statements, cross-complaining). 9. Sadness was indicated by a low volume and slow speech quality that implies resignation, pessimism, or helplessness (e.g., resignation, pessimism). 10. Fear was indicated by speech disturbances implying discomfort with continuing to express one's opinion (e.g., worry, tension).
Inter-observer agreement was ensured by having a second observer code 20% of the transcripts and then calculating both an overall kappa statistic for the entire coding scheme and agreement percentages for individual coding categories. Six emotions occurred with enough frequency to adequately calculate agreement: disgust, neutral, interest, affection, humor, and whining. The overall agreement for the coding of these six categories was good with an overall kappa of .89. The agreement percentages were adequate to good: disgust (81.0), neutral (80.0), interest (91.8), humor (85.9), whining (78.8), and affection (69.2). Full analyses of differences in patterns of all six of these emotions as a function of dyad type (i.e., analyses of variance) are considered elsewhere (Wagner & Beaumont, 2004) . In summary, those analyses revealed that both parents and adolescents expressed more neutral and interest expressions than all other emotions, with disgust being the third most commonly expressed emotion. Adolescents expressed significantly less affection and more neutral, interest, humor, disgust, and whining than did their parents. Finally, more detailed analyses of expressions of disgust emotions revealed that there were significant differences in the amount of disgust expressed by adolescents and parents in only the mother-son dyads; sons expressed more disgust than did their mothers. For the present analyses, only data for expressions of disgust emotions were considered relevant to the hypothesized path model and were included in the structural equation analyses.
TREATMENT OF THE DATA
The frequencies of each speaker's use of each speech type (O, SS, SI, disgust) were individually summed across the five RDQ topics. To control for differences in the amount of time that each speaker actually spoke, the raw frequencies for each speaker were transformed into rates by dividing by the number of words that a person spoke. However, the resulting rates (i.e., frequency/words) that were calculated were extremely small because the denominators were so large. To provide more meaningful data, each rate was multiplied by a constant of the approximate average number of words that were spoken across all speakers (i.e., 1,764) over the entire 20-minute session (following the precedent set by Kollock, Blumstein, & Schwartz, 1985) . This computation resulted in data for each speaker that reflect the number of overlaps and so on that occurred for every 1,764 words spoken (which is equivalent to the number of words the average speaker spoke in a 20-minute conversation). This calculation was used to provide data that are easier to interpret and generalize because they are presented in the form of an individual's rate of overlaps and so on per 20 minutes of conversation (corrected for the number of words that person spoke) rather than a fractional rate of overlaps and so on produced as a function of the number of words that person spoke. For example, if a person produced 15 overlaps and spoke 2000 words in 20 minutes, the transformed rate without multiplying by a constant would be .0075. However, if this rate is multiplied by a constant of 1,764 words, the transformed rate would be 13.23. Therefore, we could then say that this speaker produced a corrected rate of 13.23 overlaps in approximately 20 minutes of conversation (if she had spoken the average number of words), rather than saying that she produced a rate of .0075 interruptions in 20 minutes of conversation. Thus, this calculation results in more meaningful data by providing comparable rates of each speech act per 20-minute conversation, rather than rates of each speech act per number of words spoken. What are examined in this study, therefore, are speakers' rates of each speech act per 1,764 words, which is roughly equivalent to a 20-minute conversation.
RESULTS

ANALYSES OF DIFFERENCES IN ADOLESCENTS' AND PARENTS' CONVERSATIONAL STYLES
Hypotheses about differences in adolescents' and parents' conversational styles as a function of dyad type (daughter-mother, son-mother, daughter-father, son-father) were addressed by statistically comparing group differences in the use of the three features of conversational style (overlaps, simultaneous speech, and successful interruptions) using analysis of variance. Prior to conducting the analyses, speakers' rates of the three conversational-style dependent variables (O, SS, SI) were evaluated for the assumption of normality. Data for all dependent variables were found to be positively skewed. A square root transformation was performed, as suggested by Tabachnick and Fidell (2001) , that resulted in more appropriate distributions. The following analyses were based upon the transformed data; however, means and standard deviations for the untransformed rates are presented.
Before proceeding with the analyses, correlations were computed to determine whether speakers' rates of O, SS, and SI were intercorrelated. For both adolescents and parents, rates of all three variables were significantly intercorrelated at p < .01 (for adolescents: r = .48 for rates of O and SS, r = .40 for rates of O and SI, r = .47 for rates of SS and SI; for parents: r = .61 for rates of O and SS, r = .44 for rates of O and SI, r = .54 for rates of SS and SI; p < .01). Consequently, speakers' rates of O, SS, and SI were analyzed by a 4 (dyad type) × 2 (speaker) × 3 (speech type) mixed-model multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA) with dyad type (daughter-mother, son-mother, daughterfather, son-father) as a between-dyad variable and with speaker (adolescent, parent) and speech type (O, SS, SI) as within-dyad variables. Significant multivariate effects were followed by univariate analyses of variance (ANOVAs) when appropriate, and significant F ratios for interactions among variables were followed by Tukey's HSD tests of differences between means. An alpha level of .05 was applied for all statistical tests. The significant multivariate speaker by dyad type interaction was found to be significant at the univariate level for SS, F(3, 90) = 3.10, p = .031, η 2 = .094, and for SI, F(3, 90) = 3.17, p = .028, η 2 = .096. As displayed in Figure 2 , examination of the relevant means for the interaction of speaker and dyad type for SS indicated that adolescents produced significantly more simultaneous speech than did their parents in all dyad types (daughter-mother, M = 9.56, SD = 7.21, M = 4.14, SD revealed no significant findings. That is, there were no significant differences in the rates of simultaneous speech produced by mothers and fathers, nor were there differences in the rates of simultaneous speech produced by adolescent boys and girls. As displayed in Figure 3 , examination of the relevant means for speaker-and dyad-type interaction for SI indicated that adolescents produced significantly more successful interruptions than did their parents in only the daughter-mother and son-mother dyads (daughtermother, M = 5.80, SD = 4.35, M = 2.64, SD = 2.52; son-mother, M = 9.45, SD = 10.39, M = 1.88, SD = 2.42). There was no significant difference between adolescents' and parents' rates of successful interruptions in the father-dyad types (daughter-father, M = 5.91, SD = 4.65, M = 4.72, SD = 4.73; son-father, M = 6.23, SD = 8.04, M = 3.00, SD = 2.45; the difference between fathers and sons is marginally significant). One-way ANOVAs examining differences in rates of SI as a function of dyad type separately for adolescents and for parents revealed no significant results for adolescents (i.e., there were no significant differences in rates of SI produced by boys and girls). However, mothers who talked with their sons produced significantly fewer successful interruptions than fathers who talked with their daughters (F[3, 90] = 2.79, p = .045). In summary, then, adolescents displayed the use of a more highinvolvement conversational style as compared to parents' use of a more high-considerateness conversational style, but this difference in conversational styles appears to be most apparent for interactions between adolescents and their mothers. Secondary analyses focusing specifically on mothers' and sons' rates of O, SS, and SI were conducted to determine if there were differences in the patterns of results found for single-mother dyads (n = 10) as compared to married-mother dyads (n = 12). Mothers' and sons' rates of O, SS, and SI were analyzed by a 2 (mother's marital status) × 2 (speaker) Figure 4 , examination of the relevant means for the significant speaker by marital status interaction for SS and for SI indicated that sons produced significantly higher rates of SS and SI than did their mothers in both the single-mother and the married-mother dyads (sons in single-mother dyads: M = 16.38, SD = 10.00, for SS, M = 12.91, SD = 12.44, for SI; mothers in singlemother dyads: M = 2.79, SD = 3.05, for SS, M = .94, SD = .97, for SI; sons in married-mother dyads: M = 9.73, SD = 6.87, for SS, M = 6.72, SD = 8.01, for SI; mothers in married-mother dyads: M = 3.13, SD = 3.23, for SS, M = 2.70, SD = 3.01, for SI). Furthermore, the absolute difference between mothers' and sons' rates of SS was significantly larger in the single-mother dyads than in the married-mother dyads (t[20] = 2.16, p = .043). The comparison of the absolute difference between mothers' and sons' rates of SI for single versus married mother dyads was marginally significant (t[20] = 2.03, p = .055). Therefore, there appears to be a greater difference in the conversational styles of sons and their single mothers as compared to sons and their married mothers.
ANALYSES OF PREDICTIVE LINKS BETWEEN CONVERSATIONAL STYLE DIFFERENCES, DISGUST EXPRESSIONS, AND PERCEPTIONS OF CONFLICT
Structural equation modeling was used to examine support for the hypothesized model (see Figure 1 ) in which differences in adolescents' and parents' conversational styles would predict higher levels of adolescents' and parents' expressions of disgust, and levels of disgust would in turn predict perceptions of conflict. To create a factor that reflected differences in parents' and adolescents' conversational styles, two procedures were employed. First, a single variable called "conversational style" was created for each speaker by summing each speaker's rates of overlaps, simultaneous speech and successful interruptions (recall that rates of O, SS, and SI were highly correlated for both parents and adolescents). Subsequently, to produce a measure of "conversational style difference" for each adolescent-parent dyad, the absolute difference of each adolescent's and parent's rates of conversational style was computed.
To address the hypotheses presented in the proposed path model, the pertinent variables included the following: conversational style differences, parents' expressions of disgust, adolescents' expressions of disgust, parents' self-reported ratings of conflict, and adolescents' conflict ratings. Nevertheless, to have a full discussion of the functions of parents' and adolescents' conversational styles, it is important to note that parents' and adolescents' conversational styles were correlated with both rates of disgust and rates of interest. That is, both interest and disgust were positively correlated with the variable of conversational style (for adolescents: r = .42 for conversational style and disgust; r = .24 for conversational style and interest; for parents: r = .28 for conversational style and disgust; r = .43 for conversational style and interest; p < .01). To be consistent with previous results presented by Gottman (1994) for marital interactions, and to test only the fit of the data to the hypothesized model, a decision was made to include only speakers' expressions of disgust emotions in the structural equation analyses.
The same model for the links between conversational style differences, disgust expressions, and perceptions of conflict was proposed for all dyad types regardless of parent or adolescent gender; therefore, all modeling analyses were completed with the entire sample of 94 dyads.
For each model that was tested, data for a maximum of four variables were included (e.g., conversational style difference, parents' rates of disgust, adolescents' rates of disgust, and adolescents' ratings of conflict). The method that was used to test the appropriateness of the proposed model was maximum likelihood estimation using Amos 4.0. The criteria used for acceptance of a model have been widely used and accepted by other researchers (Bentler, 1990) . First, the degree of fit of the model was determined using a chi-square statistic. If the ratio between the chi-square statistic and the degrees of freedom is less than three, the model is considered a good fit and the null hypothesis of a well-fitting model will fail to be rejected (Cole, 1987) . In addition, the goodness of fit index (GFI) and the adjusted goodness of fit index (AGFI) were both evaluated to ensure that they fell within the parameters of .9 and unity (Jöreskog & Sörbom, 1999 ). Finally, the significance level for the regression weight of each variable was evaluated in order to determine if it was significant at p < .05. If all of the above criteria were met satisfactorily, the predicted model could be considered a good fit (Kim, Conger, Lorenz, & Elder, 2001 ).
The proposed model (as displayed in Figure 1 ) was tested using maximum likelihood estimation and was found to be a good fit for the data (χ 2 [2] = 1.57, p = .46, GFI = .99, AGFI = .96). The pathway from conversational style difference to adolescent disgust was significant (t = 5.57), the pathway from adolescent disgust to the adolescent's perceptions of conflict was significant (t = 3.29), and the pathway from parent disgust to adolescent disgust was significant (t = 4.61). However, the pathway from adolescent disgust to parent disgust was not significant (t = -.11). These findings suggest that when these variables are considered together in the same model, adolescents' and parents' expressions of disgust may not be reciprocally related.
A second model was tested that did not include the pathway from adolescent disgust to parent disgust. That is, in this second model, it was hypothesized that the adolescent's expressions of disgust were predicted from the degree of difference in conversational styles, as well as parents' levels of disgust, and adolescents' levels of disgust predicted perceived levels of conflict (see Figure 5 ). This model fit better than the previous model. That is, the correctness of this model was demonstrated both by the goodness of fit statistics (χ 2 [3] = 1.58, p = .66, GFI = .99, AGFI = .97) and by the significant contribution demonstrated by all of the specified pathways (conversational style difference to adolescent disgust, t = 5.57; parent disgust to adolescent disgust, t = 9.05; adolescent disgust to adolescent ratings of conflict, t = 3.30).
To further evaluate the appropriateness of accepting this second model (as displayed in Figure 5 ), a third model was evaluated that reversed the roles of the adolescent and parent. That is, the model became one in which conversational style differences and adolescents' disgust predicted parents' levels of disgust, which in turn predicted the parents' perceptions of conflict. This model did not fit the data well at all (χ 2 [3] = 24.47, p < .01, GFI = .89, AGFI = .64). Therefore, overall, the best fitting model that was tested is the model, which indicates that adolescents' levels of disgust are predicted from adolescent-parent conversational style differences and parents' levels of disgust expressions, and adolescents' levels of disgust in turn predict adolescents' perceptions of conflict with parents.
DISCUSSION
The purpose of this study was to examine patterns of conversational style differences in all possible adolescent-parent dyads (i.e., daughter- mother, son-mother, daughter-father, and son-father). Analyses also considered possible predictive links between conversational style differences, expressions of disgust emotions, and perceptions of conflict. It was hypothesized that adolescent boys and girls would exhibit the use of a high-involvement conversational style, whereas parents would use a high-considerateness conversational style, and that the largest difference in conversational styles would be exhibited in adolescent son-mother interactions. With regard to predictive links between conversational style differences, disgust expressions, and perceptions of conflict, it was hypothesized that the larger the difference in the adolescent's and the parent's conversational styles (in terms of rates of overlaps, simultaneous speech, and interruptions), the higher the levels of expressions of disgust from the adolescent. Subsequently, the parent would respond to the adolescent's expressions of disgust with their own expressions of disgust. It was further hypothesized that levels of adolescent disgust expressions would positively predict levels of perceived adolescent-parent conflict.
The hypotheses regarding differences in the conversational styles of adolescents and parents as a function of dyad type were generally supported. The results indicated that both adolescent boys and girls used a high-involvement conversational style that included frequent interruptions and instances of overlapping and simultaneous speech. In contrast, both mothers and fathers demonstrated the use of a highconsiderateness style, with relatively fewer successful interruptions and instances of overlapping and simultaneous speech. These results suggest that when considered as a group, adolescents and parents experience a clash in conversational styles, as suggested previously by Beaumont (1995 Beaumont ( , 2000 Beaumont et al., 2001) . However, the degree to which adolescents and parents experience a difference in conversational styles appears to depend on the particular dyad type being considered. That is, differences between adolescents' and parents' rates of two of the features of conversational style (namely, SI and SS) occurred primarily for adolescent-mother dyads.
The results suggest that there is greater convergence of conversational styles in the interactions of fathers and their daughters and sons, and greater divergence of styles in conversations between mothers and their adolescents. Beaumont (1995 Beaumont ( , 2000 Beaumont & Cheyne, 1998; Beaumont et al., 2001 ) offers a possible explanation for the divergence in conversational styles exhibited by mothers and adolescents by citing a combination of arguments from sociolinguists and findings from studies supporting communication accommodation theory (as described in the Introduction). For example, two speakers are more likely to use similar communicative habits (including habits with regard to the use of interruptions and the pace of turn-taking) if they share similar communicative experiences (Gumperz, 1976) , if they perceive their personalities and attitudes to be similar (e.g., Welkowitz & Feldstein, 1969) , or if they have high social acceptance or approval needs (Natale, 1975) . Beaumont has suggested previously that this phenomenon may explain why adolescents and their friends may exhibit the use of more similar styles, whereas mothers and adolescents tend to exhibit incompatible conversational styles (Beaumont, 1995) . Beaumont claims that adolescents may use a fast-paced interruptive style based on their experiences interacting with peers who reinforce the use of conversational habits that signal involvement. In contrast, mothers may use a high-considerateness style with their adolescents simply because it is the conversation-eliciting style that they have used in interactions with their children since they were young. That is, studies of mothers' interactions with their preschool-age children show that mothers tend to talk less in order to elicit conversational input from their children (e.g., Street, Street, & Van Kleeck, 1983) .
Contrary to what one might expect intuitively, fathers and their sons and daughters may experience greater similarity in styles for the reasons cited by Gumperz (1976) . That is, in the present study, fathers and adolescents may have demonstrated more communicative symmetry because they experienced a shared understanding about the argumentative demands of the experimental task. Results from research by Youniss and Smollar (1985) provide support for this explanation. They asked adolescents to indicate in which communicative contexts they experienced more symmetrical or asymmetrical interactions with their mothers and fathers (i.e., a symmetrical context is one in which both the adolescent and parent have equal influence or play equal roles). Both adolescent boys and girls reported that one context in which they experience symmetrical interactions with their fathers was in verbal conflicts, whereas verbal conflicts were not listed as a symmetrical or an asymmetrical context for interactions with mothers. However, adolescents listed conversations in which mothers gave advice or listened to the adolescents' concerns as a context that was asymmetrical in nature. Therefore, in the present study, it may be that although the experimental task was the same for both adolescentmother and adolescent-father interactions (i.e., to discuss differences in opinions), the shared understanding about the demands of that context was different for mother versus father dyads. The adolescentmother dyads may have interpreted the context as one in which the mother gave advice or listened to the adolescents' concerns, and this shared understanding of the conversational demands created an asymmetrical interaction that is typical of adolescent-mother conversations, and which pulled for different conversational styles. In contrast, the adolescent-father dyads (and particularly daughter-father dyads) may have interpreted the context as one in which they equally justify their opinions, and this shared understanding of the conversational demands created a symmetrical interaction that is typical of adolescent-father verbal interactions, and which pulls for more similar conversational styles. If this explanation is true, it suggests that the experimental control of the context for the study of adolescent-parent interactions might still lead to contextual differences due to different interpretations of the demands of the task, which are the result of naturally occurring differences in the quality of adolescent-mother and adolescent-father communicative interactions.
The differences found in adolescent-mother and adolescent-father interruption rates are consistent with the findings reported by researchers who showed that adolescent boys and girls tend to interrupt their mothers more than they interrupt their fathers (e.g., Hill, 1988; Steinberg, 1981) . On the surface, the results of this study and the results of previous research on interruptions in adolescent-parent interactions provide support for the hypothesis that adolescents may use interruptions in their conversations with their mothers in an attempt to dominate them (e.g., Hill, 1988) . However, rather than simply examining rates of interruptions as other researchers have done, the results of the present study considered other features of conversational style (overlaps, simultaneous speech, and emotional content), and the results of those examinations provide more support for Beaumont's (1995 Beaumont's ( , 2000 hypothesis that adolescents' use of a fast-paced, interruptive style is consistent with Tannen's (1983 Tannen's ( , 1984 hypothesized concept of a "high involvement" style. For example, in correlational analyses in which conversational style was considered as a single variable with greater scores reflecting a more fast-paced and interruptive style, the more high-involvement style was positively related to the expression of emotions reflecting disgust and interest. These findings suggest that adolescents' use of frequent interruptions, overlaps, and simultaneous speech, as well as both positive and negative emotional expressions, might be more appropriately characterized as a high-involvement and highly expressive conversational style.
This finding can be supported by results of previous research that has shown that the use of a fast-paced, interruptive conversational style is associated with the expression and subjective experience of both positive and negative emotions. Specifically, Siegman (1985) found that in interview settings, individuals who were overtly angry spoke with a loud voice, fast speech rate, and with short pauses within and between turns and used many interruptions. However, Scherer (1981) found that loud and fast speech was characteristic of both positive (e.g., happiness) and negative (e.g., anger) emotions. Together, these findings suggest that loud, fast-paced, interruptive speech behaviors occur together, but the emotion experienced (and subsequently expressed or inhibited) may depend on the nature of the context in which the interaction occurs (e.g., the topic being discussed). In fact, Siegman (1987) has proposed a similar explanation:
There are two ways that one can interpret these findings. One is basically that anger manifests itself in a loud, accelerated, and interruptive speech style. . . . Alternatively, it can be argued that loud and accelerated speech is no more a direct manifestation of anger arousal than is a more subdued speech style; each simply represents a different coping mechanism with anger. According to this point of view, expressive behaviorvocal or otherwise-is not to be seen as an immediate manifestation of affective experiences, unencumbered by cognitive processes, but rather as the manifestation of an individual's coping style. (p. 401) These suggestions might lead one to conclude that in the present study, adolescents' use of a fast-paced interruptive conversational style that is positively correlated with expressions of disgust and interest might be indicative of a communication style that reflects an expressive form of emotion regulation. In contrast, parents' use of a slower-paced and less interruptive style with less emotional expression might be indicative of a more controlled form of emotion regulation. That is, it may be that parents use a less emotionally expressive, high-considerateness style in an attempt to model appropriate emotion regulation for their adolescent children. This explanation is consistent with the suggestion made by that "it is not uncommon for people to slow their speech rate when speaking with extremely fast-talking and or excited others in order to 'cool them down' to a more comfortable communicative and cognitive level" (p. 39).
The hypotheses regarding the links between conversational style differences, expressions of disgust emotions, and perceptions of conflict were partially supported. Specifically, the proposed model in which differences in conversational style predict adolescent rates of disgust, which in turn predict adolescent perceptions of conflict, was supported. However, the proposed pathway linking adolescent disgust and parent disgust in a reciprocal relationship was not supported. In contrast, a model that included a single pathway linking parent disgust to adolescent disgust was supported. In summary, the model that best fit the data suggests that differences in conversational style and parents' levels of disgust predicted higher levels of adolescents' disgust, which in turn predicted higher levels of perceived conflict from the adolescent. These results are consistent with those from studies investigating emotional expression in younger children. For example, research has shown that parents who model negative affect (e.g., anger) in family interactions have children who tend to display more aggression and less prosocial behavior than parents who do not display a lot of negative emotions within the family (e.g., Carson & Parke, 1996) .
Contrary to what Gottman (1994) found for marital interactions, a bidirectional influence of expressions of disgust was not necessary to predict higher levels of perceived conflict (or relationship dissatisfaction). Instead, what appear to be important for predicting adolescents' perceptions of greater conflict with their parents is a greater difference in the adolescent's and the parent's conversational styles and higher rates of parents' expressions of disgust. These findings are consistent with those found in previous studies on the impact of differences in speech styles; the use of divergent conversational styles often leads to misunderstandings and negative perceptions (e.g., Giles, 1979; Ryan, 1979; Welkowitz & Feldstein, 1969) . What is clear from the modeling procedures is that levels of adolescents' expressions of disgust are predicted from levels of parents' expressions of disgust. This finding suggests that if parents model negative emotions for their adolescent sons and daughters, adolescents will increase their expressions of negative emotions, and in combination with reactions to differences in conversational styles, will predict higher levels of reported relationship conflict.
What is interesting to note is that parents' perceptions of conflict were not predicted from adolescents' expressions of disgust or conversational style differences. This finding could be explained in at least two possible ways. It may be that parents are not uncomfortable with the fact that their adolescents use a different conversational style, and therefore, do not react with expressing more negative affect. In addition, as discussed earlier, it may also be that parents are motivated to use a more controlled, and less emotional, conversational style in an attempt to model emotion regulation strategies for their children. The results of this study suggest that those parents who are able to use this conversational style and maintain low levels of negative affect may reduce the negative impact of conversational style differences and negative affect expression on adolescents' perceptions of relationship quality.
An interesting sampling phenomenon occurred for the present sample in that approximately half of the mothers in the son-mother dyads were married and half were single parents. With regard to the issue of mother's marital status, Hetherington and Clingempeel (1992, p. 128) noted that "the mother-child relationship in divorced families can be described as highly ambivalent, involved, and affectively charged." This finding is consistent with the present finding that the largest difference in conversational styles was found in the son-mother dyads (half of whom were single mothers). Although the dyads that participated were not perfectly equal across groups in terms of family situation, it is believed that the dyads included were a relatively accurate reflection of the family situation in the general population (i.e., in cases of divorce the children remain with their mother). Although it is relatively difficult to find equal numbers of single and married mothers and fathers, future research should attempt to systematically examine potential differences in adolescent-parent communication as a function of marital status of the parent.
It is also important to note that there was high variability among individual speakers with regard to the use of the various features of conversational style. This variability is not surprising given that sociolinguists also have found significant individual differences with the various characteristics that make up one's conversational styles (e.g., Tannen, 1984) . In fact, Tannen (1984) has acknowledged that it may be helpful to think of the high-involvement and high-considerateness conversational styles as varying along a continuum from slow-paced to fast-paced rather than two totally distinct categories. Within this conceptualization, an individual speaker can be considered as a highinvolvement speaker only in relation to the contrasting style of any given partner. The results of the present study confirm that there are large individual differences with regard to temporal speech patterns and emotional expression, and these results suggest that as a group, adolescents demonstrate speech patterns that can be considered as more high involvement than those of their parents. That is, individual adolescent-parent dyads may vary in the extent to which they experience a clash in conversational styles depending on the magnitude of the differences in the rates of their conversational behaviors.
In conclusion, the results of this research contribute to the literature on adolescent-parent relationships by providing a potential explanation for the pathway linking difficulties in communication to increased negative affect and heightened levels of perceived conflict. It was demonstrated that the greatest differences in conversational style appear to occur in the adolescent-mother interactions. It is important to note that the results of this study are contrary to those of previous researchers who found that adolescent-mother interactions are often reported as more positive than adolescent-father interactions. The results of the current study are more consistent with the notion that father relationships are equally positive. The true difference may lie more in the interpretations that parents make of their role in communicative interactions with their adolescents. The results of the current study point to the importance of studying individual differences in the extent to which parent-adolescent conversational style differences predict negative emotions and perceived levels of adolescent-parent conflict, and the extent to which parents model appropriate emotion regulation strategies for their adolescent children. These results have implications for future research on adolescent-parent communicative relationships. Specifically, it would be useful for researchers to focus on isolating the personality, emotion regulation, and social-cognitive characteristics that are associated with adolescents' use of an emotionally expressive, high-involvement conversational style and the parenting attitudes and emotion socialization factors that are related to parents' use of a less emotional, high-considerateness conversational style. In addition, future longitudinal research should be directed toward identifying developmental changes in children's conversational styles and emotional expression, and possible changes in parents' conversational styles as their children enter early adulthood.
